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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 1-12 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 1 and 6-1 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Claims 1 and 11-12 are rejected as failing to define the invention in the manner 
required by 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. 

The claim(s) are narrative in form and replete with indefinite and functional or 
operational language. The structure which goes to make up the device must be clearly 
and positively specified. The structure must be organized and correlated in such a 
manner as to present a complete operative device. The claim(s) must be in one 
sentence form only. Note the format of the claims in the patent(s) cited. 

4. Regarding claims 1 and 12, the phrases "such as" and "especially" renders these 
claims indefinite because it is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are 
part of the claimed invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

Claim 1 contains the trademark/trade name "SYNTHESIS 7292", "KB 144/2", and 
"STANTEX S6087/4". Where a trademark or trade name is used in a claim as a 
limitation to identify or describe a particular material or product, the claim does not 
comply with the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. See Ex parte 
Simpson, 218 USPQ 1020 (Bd. App. 1982). The claim scope is uncertain since the 
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trademark or trade name cannot be used properly to identify any particular material or 
product. A trademark or trade name is used to identify a source of goods, and not the 
goods themselves. Thus, a trademark or trade name does not identify or describe the 
goods associated with the trademark or trade name. In the present case, the 
trademark/trade name is used to identify/describe various sizing/lubricating compounds 
and compositions and, accordingly, the identification/description is indefinite. 

Claim 6 is indefinite because it is not clear as to what is meant by the size being 
applied "pure." 

5. Claim 7 provides for the use of a fiber, but, since the claim does not set forth any 
steps involved in the method/process, it is unclear what method/process applicant is 
intending to encompass. A claim is indefinite where it merely recites a use without any 
active, positive steps delimiting how this use is actually practiced. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed recitation of a use, 
without setting forth any steps involved in the process, results in an improper definition 
of a process, i.e., results in a claim which is not a proper process claim under 35 
U.S.C. 101. See for example Ex parte Dunki, 153 USPQ 678 (Bd.App. 1967) and 
Clinical Products, Ltd. v. Brenner, 255 F. Supp. 131, 149 USPQ 475 (D.D.C. 1966). 

In claim 8, it is not clear what "it" refers to. This language can be in reference to 
the fibers or the hydraulic-setting substance or the product. 

Claim 9 is indefinite because the "initial mixture" lacks the proper antecedent 
basis and it is not clear what mixture is being referenced. 
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Claim 10 is indefinite because the language of "it has the form of does not 
provide a clear positive recitation of what the product is. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1-2 and 5-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
European Patent Publication 225,036 (the publication). 

The publication discloses polypropylene fibers for reinforcement of products 
based on fibers and a hydraulic-setting substance and products produced therewith, 
said fibers having an antistatic coating thereon, per claims 1-2, 7-8, 10 and 12. See 
entire document, for example, abstract, page 3, lines 25-31, page 4, lines 1-13. In 
addition, the publication discloses that the coating is present on the fibers in an amount 
ranging from 0.1 to 5.0% by mass and that the fibers are added to the hydraulic in an 
amount of 0.05 to 20% by weight, as required by claims 5 and 9. See page 4, lines 24- 
30 and claim 10. Also, the publication discloses that the antistatic coating is applied in 
any of the manners set forth in present claim 6, and that the process is manufactured 
according to a process that is essentially as claimed in present claim 1 1 . See page 4, 
line 14 through page 5, and line 1 1 and Examples. 

Therefore, the teachings of the publication anticipate the invention as claimed in 
present claims 1-2 and 5-12. 
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8. Claims 1-2 and 5-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
European Patent Publication EP 310,100 (Hansen). 

Hansen discloses discloses polypropylene fibers for reinforcement of products 
based on fibers and a hydraulic-setting substance and products produced therewith, 
said fibers having a coating thereon, per claims 1-2, 7-8, 10 and 12. See entire 
document, for example, abstract, page 4, lines 39-42 In addition, Hansen discloses 
that the coating is present on the fibers in an amount ranging from 0.15 to 3.0% by 
weight and that the fibers are added to the hydraulic in an amount of about 1 .5 to 3% by 
weight, as required by claims 5 and 9. See page 4, lines 45-48 and page 6, lines 7-24. 
Also, Hansen discloses that the antistatic coating is applied in any of the manners set 
forth in present claim 6, and that the process is manufactured according to a process 
that is essentially as claimed in present claim 1 1 . See Examples. 

Therefore the teachings of Hansen anticipate the invention as claimed in present 
claims 1-2 and 5-12. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 
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1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

1 1 . This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

12. Claims 3-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
European Patent Publication 225,036 (the publication) of Hansen, each as applied 
above. 

The publication and Hansen are as set forth above but do not teach the titre or 
tenacity of the fibers. As to claim 3, this limitation is drawn to the size of the 
polypropylene fibers, wherein changes of size are not a matter of invention, in the 
absence of factual evidence to the contrary. As to claim 4, it would have been obvious 
to the skilled artisan to choose fibers of a specific tenacity commensurate with the 
desired end use. For example, fibers to be used in the formation of ballistic articles 
would suitably be chosen with a different tenacity than fibers to be used in the formation 
of a diaper. 
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Therefore, the teachings of the publication or Hansen' would have rendered 
obvious present claims 3-4. 
No claims are allowed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jill Gray whose telephone number is 571 -272-1 524. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th and alternate Fridays 8:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Milton I. Cano can be reached on 571-272-1398. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Jill Gray 

Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1794 

/Jill Gray/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1794 



